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DRAFT st“mmcmmm ON EUMAN RIGHTS (continuation of tho discuseion)

Axticle 19
The CHAIRMAN read Artiole 19. »
She guggested, on behaif of the Umted Stutes delegation , that the words:

u|~ : '2 * -‘J

"political, economic, religious eocial cultural trade unions or any other"

be replaced by the worda: "for ‘bhe promotioh defence and protection of pur-
1 < 'r ] ;l,‘l J! ’ ‘v;’ EE AN 'n‘ foe "Je':".‘
posed,
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My, CASSIN- (France) eraw no db,jebtion £&° deletir;é the mention of the

objectlong of the associations especially ag the words “trade u.nione" hed

l (A
& w

already’ appeared in ’ohe pert deeling with GCOnOIan questions.

vk cXRed e PO '
That d1d not, however, app]_y to the Words unQ_b inconels tent W.Lth this

© Declaration” as was proposed in the United States text on page 8 of document

E/ON.&/AG.E/EO. The demeccracies had been In a tragio jpoeition during the

(

yoars before the war, In the name of freedom they had given a.ll the axms to
\ .

PO

thoee very people, who had wished to destroy it, France wanted to remain
: li‘beral but fhe could not on thet account guarantee the right of association
to persons who wished to organize faecism or maesacre.

He thought that the Geneve. text waa atill’ the best

% Coaa A P Y . v, K
PR -,“ R Load Ve » .

M&r‘; s (China,) eupported the United States text conbained in

document E/eN.b/A.c.1/20, B R ST PR ST B S RILIY S

o LR

ok

l L Mr. SANTAwQRUZ (Chile) reoalled ‘che f‘airly recen’a ca:mpaigne by the

_ ’c.rad,e unione fox‘ tﬁe recegnition of the right \of union: a,éeociatnon and sald

= ‘ tha,t the Economic and Soc:tal Council end the Goneral Aesembly had instructed

the Commiggion on Human Righte to examine all the comments on that matter

I'g ‘ (:"

made by the World Federa'bion of Trade Unione the Americen Féderation of

Labor et@., and $o s’hudy how ’chey rcou;w, be 'wri“bten :wbo the “Deblaretion on

“:‘Human Rights. I A SO ey

.- .“ e h, e I RN . v
Dot e e e [ ' A : o ' vt
TS /under those |

oo oot R A G i LA R

: . S L L . 4 . i




EJoN, b /AC.1 /6, b1
Page 3 '

Under those ciroumstances he ’ohdught it useful to retain ih Article 19
‘the co.talogue of the politioal economic religious social and cultural
rights long recognized by the Constitutions of elmost all the natlons of

the world, and, more xécen’cly., the right of trade union assoclatlon,

Tho CHATRMAN w‘onderedl' vhether the addition of the worde "association
"l Tor the object of promotion, defence end protection of political aime.,."

would not answer the purpose,

Mr, WILSON (United Kingdom) thought 'bh\a’ck all the texts submitted
hed. the same end in view, end he would, therefoye, vote for them in the

order in w_hich"bhéy were presented,

Mr, AZKOUL (Lebanon) ,’said that he' would vote f£or the text which
had ,just heen submit’oed although ha would ha.va preferred the words' : "politi-
cal, economic religious ) social cultural, trede unicn or any other" to e

deleted. Furtharmore he»did not think the voxds "promotion, defence and

protection“ Were necessary.

. Mr. OASSIN (France) s'bressed the. 1mpoﬁmce of the'Chilean repreé
senta.tlve's statement.‘ 'I'he 0ld declarations on humen rights in dealing with
i‘reedom of assambly hao, not hed trade union organizations in viev.'

He wondered whether it would not be possible to leave out the catalogue,

bub to mention the riqht of trado union agsociation, -The text WOuJ,d then

be as followa. o

"Bvery. one hag the righ'b to freedom of peaceful assembly end
to partiqipate in local, national and intema.tional associa.tions
and trade union org&nizations whosa purposes are not inconsistent

with thistbelaration,
| Mr AZKOUL (Leﬁén_oﬁ) and. Mr. SANTA~CRUZ (Chile) accepted that

wording. N
o . [The CHATRMAN .-
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The CEAIRMAN agked for the words "for the promotion déPende en&

p:ro’cectlon of 1egitime.’ce interests" to be added, -
e, CASSIN (France) approved of that ides,

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) thought the word "legi'bimate " vegue and
liable %o be misinterpreted., If oceasion arose, the State would have to
'-Judge what ‘aims were legitimate, The ph;;ése't not 1nconsistent with '
this declaration" seemed to him to cover the idea behind the woxd "legiti-

ma'be‘_' .

 After a vemark by My, CASSIN (France), the CHATRMAN said thet tho
woxrd "purposes" in the English text had not been tra.nslated into French but

that tha meaning of both texts was nevertheless the seme,

Mr, PAVI.OV (Union of Soviet Secialist Republioe) would have pre-
ferred the aims to have been listed the liet not being exclusive.
‘Special reeervation should however be made in regard to f‘asciet and

nazi gatherings.

The CHAIRMAN thought it wou:Ld be difficult 'bo insert the idea
- mentioned by the representative of the Soviet Union since it wes u.nques-
tionably included in the declara.tion and therefore d1d not need special
mention, ‘ ; ,

- She repeated the rea,eone given by Mr. Cassin and Mr, San’na-Cru;z, ‘why‘

the right of trade union association should be mentioned.

In answer to & question by the CEAIRMAN, Mr, PAVLOV (Union of"
Soviet Socialiet Repu‘nlics) agked for g vote on hie ammdment which was
to add to the proposed text a sentence to the following effect:
"Freedom of apgembly or association ghould not be g:ranted to
fascigte ox- nazie or for any o“oher propaganda based on ra.oial or

_ -national hatred or religious emmity,"

Thett ‘text'vw‘ae red}ec:ted(by_ﬁ_\ro»tee to L, with 1 abstention,

[Mr, CASSIN

R o By
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. Mr, CASSIN (France) explained that he hed voted against the
addition prqposed by th_e représentative of the Soviet Union &s he thought
. that the words 'not inconsistent with this ﬁec.laration" sp‘ecificalyly exX-
cluded xecogpition of "the right of assembly f‘or the purpose of hate |

propaganda. and that there was, therefore, no need to repea’c them.

A

My, PAVIOV (Union of' Soviet Socia.list Republica) replied that
© his tex’c wag broader than Mr. Cassin's 1nterpretation of it. It vas not
o ‘merely & question of r:lght of agsembly end freedom Qf‘:association,_ but of
forbidding fascists end nazis 'bo; céfry on hate ﬁropaganda, foxr exemple,

in democrabic meetings. | B

' The CEATRMAN put to the vote the followiné wc;_:r;_ipg of Article 19t
,vaerS} onethvas the ’ri{ght £0 freedom of peaceful agaembly and
to participate in agsociations. or organizetions ‘or local ,national
“6r international trade'unipns for the p’rom'o"bion, d_efgme_"and protec~
tion of interests and aimsyno‘t incompétible with this D_go',l.anc.aticn:."

The text was adopted by & votes to 1, with 1 sbatention.

Ar’oicle 20 ‘
The CHATRMAN' read Article 20,

Mr. WIISON (United Kingdom) o’b,jected to the inclusion of Mo wi'bh
the Unlted I\Tationa" and veferred the members of the Committee to document

E/CN 1+/82/Add 9 which raised important ques‘oions end to the remarks of the_ ,

delega.tion of the Union of South Africe (document E/CN 4/85, page 36) He

preferred ‘che text suggested by the Frénch delegation, namely , "gpd in

respect of human rights ;. the relevant orgens of the United Nations

The question of petitions was closely linked with the implementation

of the Declaration and that wes why he augges_ted that no decis‘ion be teken

until thet :ﬁ)reblém had been solved.
/The CHATRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN éuﬁpoi‘ted that “suggestion,

Mr. SANTA-CRUZ (Chile) pointed out tha.t the right to petition dealt
with in Article 20 did not only apply to human rights but to all rights as
was 1ndicated in the comments by the Union of South Africe (document

E/CN.4/85, page 36). '
‘He then suggested adding at the end of Article 20 the following words ‘

taken from the Bogotae text: ,,.and the right to obtain prompt &ction theréon,’
The petitioner should know in fact that his request had been examined &nd

be gilven g roply, whether favourable. oi' not,

- Miss SENDER (Americen Federation of Laboy) thought especially that
as the Declaration constituted: an- 1deal, thexe was no need to fear providing

for the right to petition, even if 1t was not yet applicable, Furthermore,

the document under consider&tion' included & recognition of other rights algo
not yet appliled in some -countrles:, Moreover,‘ a certain number of 'c.ommunica~
tions, some of which were virtuelly petitions, had already been received by

the United Nations,

Mr, CASSIN (Frence) said that the observabions of some Governments,
particularly that of the United Kingdom, coinoided with those of his Govemn-

ment. A distinction should be made between the right ozf‘ petition within the

domestic jurisdiction of & coun’try ‘and the rig;ht of petition to the United.
Na.tions. The Constitutions of almost every country in the wor.'l,d recognized
-the domestic right of petition unconditionally and, without restrictions. :}But
ag far ag the United Nations wag concerned, as thexe vag no question of
sanctioning an ancient right it should be clearly xealized that 8, petition

could only be sorious in BO far as the Organization wes competent to deal
with 16, |

/The CHATRMAN .~
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. - The CHAIRMAN,. speaking es. the United States representative, sug-
gested t‘hatl-the words! "communicate -with the United Nations" be used
sinc:e the word "petition" might lead to misunderstandings..

'.I'he right to communicate’ with Governments should also be limited, and
ghe proposed the following wording: '"To petition the. public authorities
for redress of grievancé.s."‘ Gofrem:ﬁeﬁts would be ;an;,iﬁéd to refuse to

 receive certain petitions, for exemple, from allens in regaerd to elections.

_ _.Mr, HEYWOOD (Australiae) supported the French proposal and the
Australien suggestion to reserve decision an that Article until the question
of implementation was oonsidered. "Moxeover, he preferred the word "petition"

which ves more precise to the expression "communicate with",

My, WU (China) epproved of the Australien proposal, A very un-
favoureble impression would be created were the United Nations to decide’
- that petitions could be sent to it without being in’a position to take

action on them,

It was decided by 6 votes to l with 1 abstention not to redraft
\

Artiocle 20 in final form until the Drafting Oommittee had considered the

guestion of the dmpl ementation of the Declara’cion.

Articles 21 and 22
{The GHATRMAN vead Articles 21 and 22 ag follows:

"Article 21, Ty

"Every one, without disorimination, has the right to teke an
effective part in the Govermment of hils country, ' The State
shall conform to the will of the people as manifested by :
elections which shall be periodic i‘ree falr and by secret

ballot,” : B
"Apbicle 22 . |

"1. Every ome shall have equal opportunity to engage in public
employment and to hold public office in the State of which he

ia a citizen or a national,:

"2, Acceas to public employment shall not be a matter of
privilege or favour. , ,

/She sugges'ted



E/CN.L/AC: l/SR Ltl
Page

. She puggested consideringthe two texts together:  The Usited States
delegation had suggested combining them (document E/CI.4/AC.T/20)

After & somavhat prolonged discussion, the Committée approved Artisles

21 and 22.by 2 votes: to.nome, with;}‘ﬁ_ abetéhtiona‘.

The CHAIRMAN read the text proposed by the United States delegation
(document E/CI\I l+/AC 1/20 pages 8 and 9) and added that tho words. "without
discrimination" had only been deleted becauee 'bhat ldea wes already included
in Article 3.  The same consideration prompted the delet:lpn of paragreph 2 of
 Article 22 which stated:
'~ "Access to public employment shall not be & matter of privilege

or favour." -

Mr. SANTA-CRUZ (Chile) wead the Bogota text: "Bvery person having
legal capacity is entitled to participate in the government of his cou:ntry,
direc‘oly or: through his representative, end to take part in popular electlons,

vhich shell be by secret ballot, and shall be genulne, periodic, and free,"

Mr. CASSIN (Frence) Wished the mew text to include the ides that
a Government of a country must express ’ohe will, of the people to which the

State shall conform,

The CHATRMAN thought sub~paragreph (b) of her‘kdel’éga'bibh's text

anéwered that proposal,

M:t‘ WIISON (United Kingdom) preferred Article 21, of’ the Geneva
text to sub-paragraph (b) of the United Sta,tes toxt, Tt shou‘ld;‘ be possible

to incorporate 1, If that were not done, he would vote ageingt the United
States text, o

Mr. WU (China) thought that the second sentence oF Article 21
(text adopted at.-bhe: ‘gecond. session of the Commiesion) was undeaimble and

should not be included - He suggested the following text:

/"Ivery one
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‘ "Every one has the right i} ‘hﬁ.lca Bh active part in the Gowe:mmenb

of his oountry, either directly or through representativee." ,
L S :

Mr. WILSON (United Kingdom) supported 'bha.’b ‘proposal. He would
- wvote for it but, if it was rejected, he would propose’. “$hat-the second gen-,
tence of Article 21 be retained, Moreaover, the firet: paragraph of Article 22

should become the second sub-parsgraph of Article 21. -

. Mr. SANTA-;CRUZ (Chile)“was :Ln‘ faVOur of retaining the text adop"ced»
at- the second session of ﬁhe Commission for the same reason es vas Mr, Cassin.
Ho suggested redrafting the first sentence of tho a.r’bicle as follovs:

"Every one, Withou’c discrimina,tion, has the right to teke an
effective part, ei’oher personally or through his representative, iﬁ
the Government of his comtry. v
The gecond sentence would no'b ba ohanged while the first sub=- parag:naph

Of Artiﬂle 22 would be dele’wd,. He did not mind whether paragraph 2 of

Article 22 wore deleted ox not.

‘Mr. CASSIN (France‘) pointed. out that, in France, teking vert in
public affairs did not mean the seme as holding public office, If it was
desiréd to 'incorpofatei this latter idea, 1t would have to be etated specifi-
cally. | | |

He pointed out, in regerd to the words "every ome N without discrimina-
tion," that both the righ’o $o vote and the x’ight to hold public off‘ice pre-

supposed legal capaclty. The expressiont "Every person having leggl,

capacity" used at Bogota should be employed.

The CEATRMAN asked Mr. Cassin and My, Senta-Cruz to confer,as

rapidly as possible, with & view to pi:’é'paring' a text to be  voted on,

My, PAVIOV
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‘ N PAVTLOV (Union of Soviejé Soclalist Republics) stressed the

' unsa’cisfactory chatacter of Ar‘bicles 81 and 22 of the draft adopted at the

second sesslon of ths Commission. JEt was ot sufficisnt to ask the French

end Chilean represéh’éé’bives to submit'a fresh text, 1f omne remembered the

- comments on those ‘ovo a.rticles mede by same countries such as the Unlon of
South Arrica which wished. scwe types of discriminetion to be maintained by
preventing certain categories of persons (111iterates) from taking part in
elections, by' exolwiiné the coloured populations, as far as possible, from
teking part in public affaix"s ,”or by \msking the access of public office
conditional on o'Wnership of & cert&iﬁ emount of property.

In order to emsure that suffrage should be universal , erticles 21 and
‘22 should be redrafted so as to sa.tisfir the following four demooratic
requirements '

'(1’) "The right to vote should not be conditional on the possession of
property, residence, sociel origin, religion, race ‘or political beliefs,

(2) Ali electors to vote on an equal footing. No elector showld have
wore or fewsr votes than others.

(3) An extremely important democratic principle. Suffrage should be
direct, Every oitizen shou.'ld vote in person.

(4) The fourth requirement that of secret ballnt, was alresdy pro-
vid.ed for in the dra.ft undex discussicm.

Finally, rather than entrust the French and Chilean represen’oatives
with ‘ohe breparation of a text which weuld nms guerantee essential demo-
cratic rsquirements it would be better to instruc'b & sub-committee to
improve articles 21 and 22 redically.

The CEATRMAN seid thet she had simply asked Mr. Cassin and |
Mr., Santa~0ruz » Who hed drawn up slmilar forms of werds, to confer with the
view to submitting one amendmsnt The appointment of a Bub~-cammittee for
the sole purpose of redrafting articles 2l and 22 soemed useless.

/M. SANTA-CRUZ
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Mr. SAM‘A-CRUZ (Chila) sav. certain geps in the present draft
'. of the articles 3 other iaotors should. be consid,ered and the menbors should
| sta.te thelr viewa beforo‘ & Dnew draft wes made,. Some representatives had
pointed out that every Constitution leld down seme liniteticns (sge, oon-
.victioge_ by the ..'ordinary c_qrurt.‘s , criminal rpc-o;xls , eto.) ak - Moreaver, |

‘ Mr. Pavlov desired to im_J..u.de‘ a provision prohibiting dlstinction on the

grourd of sex, race, sociel status, ownership of property, étc. Thosé two
points should be allowed for and shoula'be‘ suitably 1noorpombed in the
 text. Care should be teken to ’bé‘sure.thé.ﬁ' woz#@gléﬁdh as "heving logal
capacity" should pot have the effect of senctioning dlscrimination in the
189, o | " - I |
Two concep'ts should Ve merged. ,‘and”‘clearl_.y- ex‘presséd,--if necessary by
an ad hoc ‘sub-ccmmittee: (1) the firet should have the effect of the words
: "everyone without disorimination :Y:] to race, 6eX, wealth, lenguage,. social
origin etc. provided he 18 recognized as cepeble in law etc;" (2) as the
members were defining the essential elamenta of electoral awv (free ond
fair elechions by seoret ballot etc.), the equality of suffrage stressed
by the representatlive of phe quiat. Unlon was not mentioned anywhers;. that !
\mportant poﬁ.nt could be covered by the form: Mgyeryone ,.. has tl;e-r;tg,ht '
' to take an effective pert, om an equal footing jn public affaird”.

Mr. WILSON (Undted Kinglem) sm thet, with the exception of the'

N repreeenta’oive of the 'Sovist Union, no one hexl raiaed any gexrlous ob,jection
to the text adopted et the second session of the Qc_mxiseipn.' The ‘only
suggee‘bion made hed aizﬁe& at impzwoving the f‘orm» and not the substance. The |
wlsest course would be to retain that text without trying to attain the
highes‘b degree of per:f'ection, but to rely on tha fa.ct that ar‘bicles 21 and 22
'1n their preaent wording kad met vith & great measure of agreement. |
" Every one of ’the arbiclee of the deolare.tion contained limitations ut

1t vas ueeless to cam;.cgue ’ohem in t.he present documen’o the purpoae of vhich

. was. to esba.blish principles.
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M. wuacnagreed with his colleagues ¢n the ﬁfr-inciplo under-
lying the formule ageinst disoriminstion on the grounds of- 8ex, race etc}
1f}, however, that ves steted in the articles under discussion it would have
to be repeatod in all the nther articles, It would be more satisfactory
to agree upon a generasl imtroductory article which would provide that

such righte belong to everyone without distinction as to race, sex, etc,

The CHAJ’BMAN propoaed to put to the vote the question of - '
whether the Connnittee wished to keep the text adopted at the second session
of the Commission dividing the new article (as it had alveady egreed to '

combine articles 21 and 22) into paregraphs 1, 2 and 3.

Mr. SANTA-CRUZ (Chile) preférred the text adopted et the
seoond session of the Commiesion to the other texts and merely wighed to
include two slight drafting amendments as follows:

(1) "Everyome, without discrimination as to race, sex, language,
creed or soclal 'chs‘s » bossessing legal capaoit‘y.. ." It wes necessary to
set out the different forms of discrimination Before mentioning legal
capacity, in order to prevent the law itself from mking some of those
discriminations,’

(2) After the worde: "to tale en effective pert” add: -"on an equal |
footing," | | |

1

Mr. WILSON (United Kingiom) put forward an amendment to leave
out from the text adopted at the second sessien of the Camlssion the words
"without discrimination’,

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the _second part of article 21 of the
text adopted at the second session of the Commission should be amended as
follows- "a Govarnment conforming to the will of the people as menifested

by elections which ehall be free, fair and by secret ba,llot "

- | , /Mr AZKOUL
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Mr. AZKOUL {Lebanon) sup'bb%ed the amendment Eubmittéd by
Mr; Wilson. He proposed as an smendment to Mr. Santa-Cruz ' second amend.-
. ment & further amendment which vhve _‘_chought would express better what
Mr. Santa-Cruz probably wished to say. The text would read as follows:
"EVeryone has the right to take an effective part in the Government‘ vof hils
ooun’ory and %o par’cicipate on an equal. footing in elec‘b:lons which shall

be failr, u.niversal e'bc.

M. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought thet
the ﬁnitedi Kingdom emendment, which wes farthest from the text end which
proposed the'redmfﬁing éf' article 21 in a vay wﬁich would not directly
and unreservedly eliminate all discrimineticn, would allow the retention
: of dangerous diacrimina’biona, which were precticed in cer'bain countries,
in the form in which they hed been opanly upheld by the Governments of
those countries. | - o '

As sdvoceted by Mr. BanteiCriz, the text should read es follovs:
"everyone without giiscrminé‘bi‘dn as to sex, race, netionelity,
,creed, education, residence, soclal cless or extent of weaith
has & right to take ,_an‘__effec‘b:‘tve pert in the Govqu‘nmem of his

ceuntry.”

Mr. CASSIN (France) recelled that the Freﬁoh Government in
1ts written comment.s , bed proﬁdéad the following text, which was very
close to thet of the text adcpted at the second session of ‘the Commission
(document E/CN.4/82/Add.8, page 5, srticle 19) | | |

"Byery citizen, vi'bhout discrimination, has the right either
personally or 'bhrough,his representative, tq takg part vin the managemen\t
: of publio affairs in his cruntry.,” |
That formula wes repeated in Mr. Wu's proposal.

In regaxd to Mr. Wilson's o‘bservations, he was inclined to leave

out mention of legel capacity, wh:Lch belonged to de‘bailed regulation-
/He could.
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He could not , hewever, support the Uhitéd Kingdém emendment, which -
the omiesion of the words "without discriminatioh,"

- He wa.s willing to keep the text adopted at the second session
‘bhe Commission and to omi’b any catalogue qualifying the discrimlnat 3

A few points of detell might, however, be amended, ,

Tn facilitete the discussion, the CHATRMAN and Mr, WILSC

(United Kingdom) withdrew their respective amendments,

Mr, SANTA-CRUZ (Chile), while seeing no objection to the
French proposal, remerked that the Constitu‘bion of Chuile J.aid down a
minimum age for elig;bility to vote, and 5‘15,0 for regletration in th
‘voting -_l:ls*bs. The word "citizen" hed & resforictéd meaning vhich wou
not ex’bend. e everybody. |
‘M would be desirable to teke into consideration the limitaticn,
imposed by the words "legal cepacity,” which it was understood would
no d:iscrimina.tien, & word vhich wauld 1tgelf have 'bo be defined by a

suita,ble enumerative specification.

The CHAIRMAN 'ovon‘sidered‘that the two proposals should be
%o the Vote: first, the Chinese amendment, %o the Following effect:
“Every one has ‘the right to take an effective part in the Govermnment
his country, ei’ohex,persona;lj.y _of through his representative" ; second
- the Lebanese ame‘nd,mep‘t‘ to one of the two Chiléa,n amendments; and lest

the two Chilean amendmente ,

Mr, PAVIOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled.
his' own amendment , 'whioh he said pai"ciy corresponded to Mr. Santa-Cru
draft and would list more causes for discriminatien,

He prop&sed adding to the second sentence of article 21 (text eu
at ther Secqnd: sesslen of ‘the Commission) after the words t "oy electi.
which shall", the-wfordéz‘ "be universel, equel, direct, pericdic, fre.

fair end by secret ballot," :
_ /Mr, SANT
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-y Mr. SANPA-CRUZ (Chile) :lthd.rew hie aeoond amendment vhich
»vproposed. adding the worde~ . "and on an egual footing. _ -

- He. accep'bed the 1ntroduction of 'bhe word "universal" qualii‘ying
the euffrage. s ‘ |

With regerd. to diecrimination, he requested a vote firet of a‘ll
on the prinoiple of no diecrimination and then on e ech of the suggeeted

grounds for diecrimination in the liet,

R

Mr. AZKoui, (Lebanon‘) o‘oeerved. ’chat his amendment on parfbici-

- pation in elections on an squal foo“oing was covered by Mr ’ Pavlov 8

. -amendmen‘b and agked Mr., Pavlov whe‘oher he w::»uld aocep‘b a elightly

different form, making no difference to the meaning, ‘which would join

the firet sentence in article 21 to the ee‘ccnd.‘by the words: ".., to teke
.-.‘;an e:f‘:t‘ec'bive part in the Gfovernmen'b of his country and to participate

in electione }. oo which would be fOllOWed. by the J.iet propoeed by

Mr, Pavloir '

Mr. CAS SIN (France) thought the difficulties could-'ae elet by
voting firet eithex' on the deletion of the wwde "without dieerimination
requee'bed. by Mr. w:Lleon, ob on ‘the addition of the qualificatinne
, suggested. by Mr. Santa-Cruz. If both amendments were rejected the' text
ad.opted. at the sedond eeseion of the Commission could: be Left’

Mr. Wu"s emendﬁenh“ﬁe:trieiude‘ the words: "‘ber'eoria,llyﬁerﬁ‘.by his

- representative” could also be voted upon.
. Mr, AZ;KOUL' (Lebanon)' did not ~pi'ese"~hie euvggeetienr.

The CHAIRMAN pu‘c to the vote Mr. Wu'e amendment by whieh the
first sentence would be made to read | "Everyone hes the righ’o to teke
- an effeetive pa:rrt in the Government of hie ooun‘ory, personelly or

through his repreeen‘cative.

The amendment wee rojected by 4 votee to 3.

 /The CHATRMAN
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'The CHAIRMAN bu‘b"-tdf;;ﬁhfe ivéte Mr. Pavlew's amehdment ‘to
Mr, Santa-oruz"ameﬁﬁniént , Which would heve w:ade 1t rvead: "Everyone,.
without discrimination 46 to dex ; 'Tecé; nationslity, creed, educetion,
resldence, social class, or extent of wealth, has & riglﬁg to. take an

effoctive part in the Govermment of his country."

' The .amend'mlent wag' r'e'je‘oted by U4 votes to 1 with 2 sbstentions,

The CHAIRMAN put ”oo the vote Mr San*oo-cfoz' am‘endmenﬁ ag
-foll'o\'ws‘: ' "Byeryone , Without d4scrtmination on the grounds of sex, race,
naﬁiohélit;’r,‘ creed, édﬁcati‘on',"r‘esid‘énce,.:or'.social .-c-lass, f‘en,joying legal
capacity, has a right to' take an effective par“c An the govermnment of his

country .

Mr. SANTA-CRUZ (Chile) pointed ou'b the desirability of finding

& satisfactory English translation of the French expression "capacite legale".

Mr. Santa-Cruz' smendment was adopted by 4 votes ta 3.

k)

The CHATRMAN put to the vote Mr. Pavlov's amendment to the

. second sentence of artiole 21 (text adopted at ‘che soooncl session of the
Commission) namely, the additi on after the words "ers by eloctions which
shall ..." of the following phrase "be universal equal direo‘o periodic ,

. free, fair and by secret ballot"

Mr. Pavlov's amendmen’c wes re,jeoted, by 5 votos to

- o
[

v

Mr. CASSIN (Frence) said that ke had. been unable to vote for the
amendment beo use of the one word "direct" and asked. for Mr. Pavlov & amend-
ment a8 rejected, to be put to the vo’ce again but without the word "direct",

The amendmant was_rejected by L votes to '3,

The Whole of paragraph l of ’che new Ar‘bicle 21 a8 amended by the

various votes, was adopted by 3 vobes to 2 with 2. abstentions. _'

- /Par&graphs e and
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Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 21 (Article 22 of the text adopbed at the

" second session of the Commission),

At the request of Mr. PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics), a discussion was opened on the meaning of the expression

"of which he is & citizen or & national”.

Mr. SANTA-CRUZ (Chilé) recalled that that point had been
discussed at length by the Drafting Committee the previous year, and that
the wording in question had been decided upon so .as to take into considera=

tilon thé position of federal republics.

1

Mr. PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) ceuld not
quite understand the meaning of a wording which would enable non-nationals
of a country to hold important government poste. He would abstain from

voting on that paragraph,

The CHATRMAN put to the vote paragraph 2 of Article 21 as it
appeax;ed in paragraph 1 of Article 22 of the text adopted at the second
sessién of the Cormission: 'Everyone shall have equai opportuni‘oy to
engage in‘ public employmerib and to hold publi‘d office in the State of

which he 18 a citizen or a nationsl."

The paragreph was adopted by 5 vatee; to none, with 2 abstentions. .

The CHATRMAN put to the vote paragraph 3 of Article 21
(Article 22, paragraph 2 of the text adopted at the second session of the

Commission as follows: "Access to public employment shall not be a matter

of privilege or favour."

The paragraph was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN saw no need to take a vote on Article 21 as a
. ) Y
whole. ©She suggested submitting the text proposed by the United States

delegation to the Commission for ite information.

The meeting roge &t ‘l.l“j D1,



